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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Amendment 

1 . In response to the Office Action mailed April 20, 2009, applicant submitted an 
amendment filed on August 3, 20096, in which the applicant amended and requested 
reconsideration. 

Response to Arguments 

2. Applicant's argue that the prior art cited does not specifically teach the 
independent claims 37 and 48 as amended. In particular. Applicant's argue that the 
prior art cited does not specifically teach during initiation of the instant messaging 
session between the first device and the second device, and prior to any message 
received from the first user being transmitted by the first device to the second device, 
sending by the first device to the second device an indication of the first translation 
preference and receiving by the first device from the second device an indication of the 
second translation preference, wherein the second translation preference is different 
from the first translation preference. Applicant's arguments, see pages 7-1 1 , filed 
August 3, 2009, with respect to independent claims 37 and 48 have been fully 
considered and are persuasive. The rejection of claims has been withdrawn. 

With regards to independent claim 53, Applicant's argue that the prior art cited 
does not specifically teach that the translation is based on either the country of origin or 
location information included in a user's profile. Applicant's arguments are persuasive, 
but are moot in view of new grounds of rejection. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the phor art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary sl^ill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claims 53-58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Chin et al. (PGPUB 2001/0029455), hereinafter referenced as Chin in view of Dietz 
(USPN 6,385,586). 

Regarding claim 53, Chin discloses the profile information is based on 
geographic information (figure 1, flags represent country of origin with location; 
paragraph 0261 ). Chin teaches this information is helpful to allow translations to be 
more effective and thereby more easily understood and a higher translation quality 
(paragraph 01 11-011 3). If the preferred target language is known by the users, it can 
help make the language as clean and proper as possible (paragraph 0137). Further, it 
can show users who understand at least some of the target language the strengths and 
limitations of the system and helps educate them about the most productive use if the 
translation engine (paragraphs 0178-0189). It also provides a communal nature of the 
chat room to allow users to help each other to find the best language for translation, 
helps users determine the best phrasing in order to achieve high-quality translation and 
once the user knows what the target language is, and there needs to be changes made, 
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the user can select the list for that language, which will provide the best language 
construction to user to produce the best translations (paragraphs 0222-0228), however. 
Chin does not specifically teach that the translation is based on either the country of 
origin or location information included in a user's profile. 

Dietz discloses a method that translates a language based on geographical 
language (column 4, lines 43-64), to ensure that the information is being presented in 
the appropriate language. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill of the art at the 
time the invention was made to modify Chin's method as described above, to determine 
the native language based on the geographical location (column 4, lines 43-64), as 
taught by Dietz. 

Regarding claim 54, Chin teaches a method the first geographic information 
includes a locality of the first user (figure 1 with paragraph 0261). 

Regarding claim 55, Chin discloses a method wherein the computer system is 
the first device of the first user (computer; paragraphs 0005 and 0017-0018). 

Regarding claim 56, Chin teaches a method wherein the computer system is a 
server (server; paragraphs 01 10-01 12). 

Regarding claim 57, Chin discloses a method wherein the receiving of the first 
profile information (profile) and the receiving of the second message are performed at 
the second device and the receiving of the second profile information and the receiving 
of the first message are performed at the first device (paragraph 01 17). 
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Regarding claim 58, Chin discloses a method wherein the receiving of the first 
profile information and the second profile information occurs during initiation of a 
session for exchanging messages (once user says hello, the profile information is 
transmitted also, figures 1 and 43). 

Allowable Subject Matter 
5. Claims 37-42 and 48-52 are allowed. 

The following is a statement of reasons for allowance: 

As for independent claims 37 and 48, they recite a method for translating instant 
messages exchanged between a first user using a first device and a second user using 
a second user using a second device over a communication network. Prior art such as 
Chin and Stringham teach a similar method but fails to teach the recited method 
wherein during initiation of the instant messaging session between the first device and 
the second device, and prior to any message received from the first user being 
transmitted by the first device to the second device, sending by the first device to the 
second device an indication of the first translation preference and receiving by the first 
device from the second device an indication of the second translation preference, 
wherein the second translation preference is different from the first translation 
preference. 

Dependent claims 38-42 and 49-52 are allowed because they further limit their 
parent claims. 
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Conclusion 

6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from tine 
examiner should be directed to JAKIEDA R. JACKSON whose telephone number is 
(571)272-7619. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday from 

5:30am-2:00pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Hudspeth can be reached on 571-272-7843. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (BBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/David R Hudspeth/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2626 

/Jal<ieda R Jacl<son/ 
Examiner, Art Unit 2626 
October 19, 2009 



